Dear Gary, 


3/6/69 


Much as I appreciate your informative letters snd the fine work you 
end Paul do, I again remind you that the present meljor responsibility you have 
is your school work* This will be a long fight and you will both do more than 
your shares, but you will both do them better, ultimately, with the sucess of 
your school work. First thipgs first. Y 0 ur 3/3: 


Do not worry about slides. x prefer using as few visuals as possible, 
do little speaking npw, henceforth, save in special circumstances, will not do any 
without honorarium. 1 have just given Bfcd all of mine so he can use them in speeches 
he plans. I will also give him other material of which he will make slides. 1 am 
sure copies of ti.ese will be available to you. I do think you should reduce your 
^ appearances to the most significant, concentrate on school end research. Let him 

fU know a11 you hsve ,,hen you res Pond to his inouire and I'll have him make you whatever 
he has that you haven't. 






On your Per 2: this batch of Xeroxing Paul had done was pa&e, I thought. 
Perhaps my recollection of the docs is wrong* Why not write and ask Archives for 
the copy of that aff. with signatures? Make a record. It bugs them, may help shape 
them up, and does leave a record. 


The only things really new in Finck's testimony are his admission they 
were given orders and the name of Kinney. The importance is that it was under 
crosseexamination. K'e can and will use it as we think about it. For example, my 
enclosed letter to WTOF-TV. I am trying to get actual transcript, not to depend 
on newspaper reproductions, which are undependable. I expect lttile cooperation 
from N.O. , vhich regards everyone else as unimportant, unworthy. 

Do not worry about WLOL and theother stations. When you have time you 
can inspire a few colls to them which can let them know interest is stichl high. It 
might be better to let things cool for a while, let people think some of it out 
for themselves, let the media learn there is still good audience interest. I think 
the way to handle is with use intellectual judo. I say little of the N.O. evidence 
save that ^ found it inadequate, wade in immediately with my own evidence of 
perjury, ssy I hove written a book charging this against the autopsy doctors, 
and then repeat the important Dallas evidence from the trial, restrictinf myself 
to that offered by the defense . The lsstk two I did by pjione pleased thecommuni- 
caster so well he did an additional Segment, your own mind, please see if you 
cenrot agree with me that regardless of how, in ter^s of wh 3 t could hsve been done, 
N.O. was a disaster, it nonet he stales s has moved us forward materially. When you 
see Mil perhaps you will understand bett r. I will be adding to it, to make that 
record complete as possible. D 0 not lean on those who have, been friends and have 
helped. They will egbin. “ A erely inform them. 


The letter you request is enclosed, with a few added comments. (Do not 
be harsh in your judgement. There are understandable emotional involvements, 

A When you use Einck’ s testimony, why not use it in the context of Sibert- 

O^eill as I do in POST MORTEM? Thst mokes it more $f3ective, I think. 


Why not leave Vince alone for now? Deep down inside he must be having 
enough troubles, ^ou will not change the past, not accomplish anything by keeping 
after him on merely a position of the past that no v is but academic, ^e also knows 
that he failed utterly and miserably in N.O. , that he was the wrong one to be 
there, and he has to live with that, just didn’t know enough. The important one 
who was there was Nichols. To continue will not chenge his mind about anything and 
is hut badgering. 1 ou also can use the time better. 


You know him better than *. M y opinion isiji frankly, that he is ill. I 
am deeply disappointed but not bitter. Were 1 not satisfied he is sick I w> uld 
feel otherwise. I an also confident it is Garrison’s gut understanding of this that 
makes him attractive, that and the fact that he never takes issue. 

Can y^u be more specific in what autopsy lines you’d like Barry to 
pursue? I am all for it but do not really understand your first full paragraph 
second page. They are aware of this and for that reason persistently delayed me. 

On this, on the way home from DC yesterday I stopped off at Dick Whalen’s. n e was 
not hofcie. I will ask him to give me memo on his knowledge of autopsy records 
status to which hie made but slight reference in Post article, much less than he 
has tolf me.- I think he’ll be unwilling but I will try and persuade him. 


I will not now contact your friend at liberation ^ews Service because 
I have found them irresponsible on this subject and have wasted every minute I 
have spent wit:, them, and this was much time. They have yet to use anything * gave 
(U them, h ve never used me for the news they could, snd I would anticipate misuse of 
what I’d give them, not by the author but by the time it appeared, j (s I will help 
them any Y/ay I can is I am ever persuaded they are interested, genuinely, not 
n merely locking for sensation. My experience with the LA Free Press and the Washington 
DNS ere 0 D1 * need. 




Please, do send rest of I’enabaz originals so I can hsve clear appendix. 
When you have time to read, tell me which limited editions you want, in which order. 




Yesterday morning’s paper had story on Congressman Conyers offering 
resolitiiiion re ML King. I called and offered COUP snd documentation, was busy. 
I left message. 



If you have it, will you please sent Rues Trunzo Bill Worthy f s current 
address? He has tried to write, but his letters are returned. 

I do not knoT v/hether you and Paul have GAI-B3I, "Information Failure", 
Shaffer to V/i liens, l/ll/64. I got this so long ago, the first day I got access to 
the staff papers, that 1 have forget ten, if D ever knew, v^hat the ’’two attached 
letterhead memoranda dated December 19 8nd December 30” are. D C es ei rher cf you 
kncs. cr nave? 



Best, 


